Review of World Map of Intact Forest Landscapes

Please tick the box (possible mark by color) to the left of your answer to each of the following questions and add your comments (if necessary).
1. Do you think the basic dimension parameters of intact forest landscapes for the map are appropriate (minimum area of 50 thousand hectares, minimum width of 10 km)? 
· Chosen dimension criteria are reasonable and correspond with the minimum size of a nature territory, which, on average for various biomes of the Earth, assure conservation of all elements of wild nature and minimum of “edge effects”. 
· It’s better to use smaller dimension criteria (smaller minimum area);
· It’s better to use bigger dimension criteria (bigger minimum area);

· Using the same dimension criteria for all nature zones of the Earth is not reasonable;
· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.
Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

2. Do you think it is right to use expert visual interpretation of Landsat TM and Landsat ЕTM space images as the main tool to get information about disturbances and fragmentation of landscapes?
· It’s appropriate

· It’s not the best but acceptable;

· It’s wrong; 

· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.
Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

3. Do you think it is right to define the borders of the forest zone (zone of mapping) based on the existing map – Global percent tree cover?

· It’s right

· It’s not the best but acceptable;
· It’s wrong; 

· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.

Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

4. Do you find it acceptable that disturbances of nature territories caused by the human economic activity were not taken into account if their traces were impossible to visually identify on the Landsat images (in most cases – 40-70 years depending on the region and the type of disturbances)?
· It’s acceptable and right;

· It’s a drawback of the map inevitable when using this source of information;
· It’s inappropriate drawback of the map;
· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.

Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

5. Do you think it is right that forest burns and burn mosaics adjacent to infrastructure objects, agricultural lands or settlements were regarded as disturbed territories?
· It’s right

· It’s wrong, but this drawback is easy to correct at the stage of producing regional maps;

· It’s wrong and inappropriate; 

· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.
Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

6. Do you think it is right that developers of the map didn’t take into account information available only for some regions and that was not possible to receive by remote methods (for example, information about human impact on the wild life, about biological pollution, about use of non-wood forest resources, etc.)? 
· It’s right

· It’s not the best but acceptable;

· It’s wrong; 

· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.

Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

7. What do you think about the map in general? 

· It’s an important source of information for practical environmental decisions;

· It is informative, but not the main source for practical environmental decisions;
· It has no practical value;

· I don’t have sufficient information on the issue.

Please give your comments on this question (if you have any):

8. Do you agree to have you name mentioned in the list of reviewers of the map publication?
· Yes, I agree

· No, I don’t agree

